It has been said, and unquestionably accepted by most, including those that proclaim to be practitioners 
of the septenary system, that the Order of Nine Angles (ONA) is a theistic satanist, elitist, amoral, 
individualistic philosophy. Perhaps principal among these traits is a belief in “culling”, or human sacrifice, 
an act that is said to be a “requirement” in texts such as Hostia, and which receives a significant amount 
of mention from the manuscripts released by the ONA. It is the killing of certain individuals who possess 
a certain rottenness and deficit in character labelled as opfers, through practical (assassination, planned 
accidents, proxies, etc) or magickal means. It is heavily stressed in Culling — A Guide to Sacrifice and 
Guidelines for the Testing of Opfers that the victims selected to be culled must meet strict criteria, and 
must fail multiple tests of character in order to be selected as such, with the example given being of a 
woman who seems to be being assaulted. Helping the woman is seen as a success, and this is justified by 
saying that not helping implies a lack of character, and yet, if someone was following such amoral, elitist 
principles, it would be all the more easy to justify inaction, as her inability to defend herself proves she is 
lesser, with ONA guidelines for the “sinister feminine archetype” saying this: 


“Women of our kind living by our code of kindred honour who thus are ready, willing, and able (trained 
enough) to defend themselves and rely on themselves and thus who possessed attitude, and skill 
enough, and/or carry weapons enabling them to, defeat a strong man or men intent on attacking or 
subduing them.” [1] 


Thus, she has been removed from her own weakness. Rather than “satanic” traits, therefore, implicit in 
the act of culling are certain ethical guidelines, such as that rapists are suitable opfers (victims), 
described in depth in Breaking the Silence down, with that rapist (in this case, Apthone) being the dross 
so mentioned, and thus suitable to be culled for his rottenness, with him (likely) meeting his demise 
through both Watts and Rachael. However, interestingly, the novel also explores the ill consequences of 
such a culling, as it is also what leads to Leonie committing suicide, an innocent, albeit internally 
conflicted, mother. It is almost cautionary in tone, demonstrating how harm can rapidly escalate, with 
the attempted assault on Rachael, the “accident”, Apthone’s death, and Leonie’s suicide as a result. It is 
also notable to mention that it is mostly through a lack of empathy on the side of Watts, which is 
demonstrated throughout the novel. He failed to consider how such a death may effect Leonie, and 
repeatedly showed a lack of understanding, empathy, towards Rachael and her sapphic inclinations, his 
actions ultimately being mostly in self interest, specifically in marrying Rachael. A caution, also echoed in 
the following interview with Christos Beest: 


“Why is there such prominent mention of human sacrifice in your literature? 


Beacuse its part of the tradition. There was an issue of Fenrir, our magazine, which centered around 
human sacrifice. A lot of things are not what they seem. All manuscripts that are written serve a certain 
purpose — they illustrate a certain point. (...) Its regaining the original Darkness of what Satanism is, 
beacuse is Satanism isnt evil, then what is?” 


Could this effect not be achieved without human sacrifice? 


Maybe human sacrifice doesnt go on. Thats part of the point. The manuscripts are illustrating an ethic. 


So what you're saying is that the effect the manuscripts has is more important then anything it actually 
says or advocates? 


Yes. The manuscripts are collected to illustrate points. Here it says that people should stop allowing laws 
to treat them like children. 


(sj 


Culling is portrayed in your literature as helping nature along, isnt it? 


Yes, you could remove someone you feel is detrimental to your cause, but you could be wrong in that. It 
could turn out to be the opposite. (...) Not everyone will cull, not everyone should. 


Its suggested in your literature that its something which is expected of ONA members. 


Would you kill if ordered so? 


No. 


Well then, we have already established an insight upon yourself, albeit in a second. This is actually the 
secret of the manuscripts. They are designed to attract people who can think and judge for themselves. 
That includes when a Satanic master comes along and tells you to despatch someone — you are faced 
with a choice: if you do it you will please the master, but do you want a master like that? As the master, 
do you want somebody serving you who is weak, or do you want somebody who will turn round and 
refuse to obey? We're looking for the latter.” [2] 


Beyond the subject of individual cullings, there is also the matter of collective cullings, for which an 
example is given: 


“An Adept desires to practically and effectively disrupt the status quo and encourage the breakdown of 
the present system (..) To do this, he aims to target a particular, distinct, group — considering them all as 
suitable potential opfers. That is, he considers this particular group — by its nature and by its collective 
presence and actions — has shown itself to be suitable: removal of as many of its members as possible 
will be conscious natural selection in action” [3] 


However, it is very glaringly obvious that such a type of culling violates the code of kindred honour, with 
there being no chance for any of the individuals to prove their own worth, and with the individuals not 
necessarily having negatively effected the adept in question. Instead, arrogantly, everyone of one group 
is considered to be dross, in the propogation of “natural selection”, the same decrepit social Darwinism 
that is so prevalent within the mundane patriarchal ethos, surprising and unsurprising given his 
adeptship. Empathy cannot be administered on this scale, not even theoretically, as there is a total 
abandonment of a personal knowing in favour of some exoteric political aim. By doing so, he shows a 
very weakness of his own character, and almost ironically, may be a suitable opfer himself. 


This mirage, of a satanic, amoral, socially darwinistic philosophy is locked in during the early stages, 
where the neophyte and initiate engage in acts that slowly increase in their illegality and 
disagreeableness until it eventually culminates in either someone finally seeing past this said mirage, or 
they embrace it, and so, kill someone and end their quest. In their pursuit of being the most “satanic”, 
the most sinister, they fall prey to it, ensnared. It is this very mirage which gave rise to the Tempel ov 
Blood, it is this very mirage which has and will likely continue to lead to real world suffering, and it is this 
very mirage which will also lead to the eventual proscription of the ONA. Despite what the tradition 
seems to promote, an empathy, a personal knowing, a sense of honour, the manifestations of it as a 
result of their trickery have only caused the exact opposite, it has created (mostly) men with no honour, 
no empathy, who are deluded into a sense of specialness, a “personal destiny” connected to being evil, 
and which men promote things such as the rape and murder of children and women, as seen in decrepit 
novels such as Bluebird or lron Gates. 


It is entirely of the ONA’s own doing, but much like victims of culling, they delude themselves into 
thinking that it is the victim’s own fault, that these victims have somehow selected themselves, when it 
was their influence that caused the situation to begin with. These people, who are supposed to have 
gained lapis philosophicus, who are supposed to have empathy, seem to lack any semblance of it beyond 
their own inner circle. Rather than rectifying this harm, or preventing it when it was manifesting by 
demystifying, they make vapid apologies and excuses, as though they were not the originator and 
perpetuator of this harm. Blame is shifted onto the Tempel ov Blood, or “individual authority”, despite 
both of these things being their own fault and a result of their texts. When you claim to be heretical, 
when you actively promote extremism, when you support “evil” deeds, someone following your word is 


still as much your fault as it is theirs. The apology of someone such as David Myatt will not, to many, get 
rid of the suffering he has caused. 


As it is said in ONA material, words mean little, it is deed that matters, and there is very little deed that 
would attempt to redeem the harm that has manifest. It is pretentious to expect someone to accept 
such an apology, and then criticise them when they do not. An apology is to be made because someone 
feels sorry, and has a desire to change. It is not to be made to excuse past behaviour and expect others 
to tolerate that, an apology by its definition can and will be rejected by some. 


| fear this will only lead to more people like Apthone and Leonie. 
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